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KATHERINE EMERY * STATE BOARD OF - - -
LICENSE NO. 11691 . PHARMACY

- CONSENT ORDER IN LIEU OF SUMMARY SUSPENSION

HISTORY
On October 9, 2007, the Marﬁand State Board of:Pharmaey (the “Board”) issued
an Order for Summary Suspension, in which it summarﬂy suspended the pharmacist’s
license held by Katherine Emery, PD (the “Respondent”). Speoiﬁcalljt, the Board found
that Respondent’s substance abuse affected the pu‘blic’s health, safety and welfare and
required emergency action pursuant to Md. Code Ann., State Gov’t § 10-226(c)(2) (2004
Repl. Vol.). | | |
On November 28, 2007, a quorum of the Board held a hearing to allow
R'esp.ondent to show cause why she did not pose an imminent ttneat to the health, safety
and welfare of the public. On july 23, 2008, in lieu of a continued summary suspension,
Respondent signed a Consent Order Terminating Summary Suspension, which suspended
her license for at iesst one ear, cffective Qctober 9, 2007, and which required her o

satisfy certain conditions that monitored Respondent’s abstinence from drugs and

On September 10, 2008 Respondent pet1t10ned for an Oxder termmatmg the e

suspenszon On March 12, 2009 Respondent and the Board entered into a Consent Older.__' i} ST

hftmg the suspenston of Respondent s l1eense The Consent Olde.l for L1ft1ng Surnmary




Suspension placed Respondent s hoense on probat1on for at 1ea.st three years | and
spe01ﬁed the terms of that pzobatlon These terms | lnciuded random weekly unne_ .
screenings to ensure abstlnence from drugs and alcohol as well as contmued thelapy .and
after-care for her addiction. | S |

‘On or about April 21, 2009, the Board received the results of a toxicology report
indicating that Respondent had tested poSitive for the presence of alcohol 1n her system.
-’I"he urinalysis was conducted at the order of Respondent’s therapist, who reported that
Respondent had admitted having ingested alcohol on March 16, 2009, April 7, 2C09, and
April 16, 2t)09. As a result, the Board ‘sent Resp_ondent an unexecutect Order for
Summery Suspension on June 16, 2009. |

On July 8, 2009, a quorum of the Board held a hearing to allow Respondent to
show cause why she did not pose an imminent threat to the health safety and welfare of

the public. Thereafter, the Board and Respondent have agreed to resolve this maller as

set forth in this Consent Order._

FINDINGS OF FACT

This Order is based on the following investigative findings, which the Board has

reason to believe are true:
1. The suspension of Respondent"s pharmacist license per the July 23, 2008 Order was
hfted on March 12, 2009 The Boa:rd and Respondent enfered into a Consent Orde1
at that time placing Respondent s license on probation and spec1fymg the terms of

that probation, to include random weekly urine screenmgs to monttor Respondent’

abstinence from drugs and alcohol and 'continued coope_rationlwiﬂj.. an addiction -~

© recovery program. . i L



2. Respondent dlsclosed her relapse with alcohol to her theraplst indicated that she had

mgested alcohol in the form of vamﬂa extract on March 16 2009 Aprll 7 2009 and o .

April 16,2009. | o

3. On or about April 21, 2009, ‘the Bozn‘d reoe_ived ie resnlts of a toxieoloéy report

| indicating that Respondent had .tested positive for the }jresence of alcohol in her
system. |

4. Respondent continues to struggle with slconol abuse and _addietion.

5. Respondent has begun weekly therapy sessions since her relapse and con’nnues to be
active in rehabilitation treatment.

6. Reséondent has not yet practiced pharmacy. since the suspension of her license was

lifted on March 12, 2009.

DICUSSION

Respondent has been in substance abuse treatment and psychotherapy since
Augustr 2007. Respondent’s therapist had indicated that she was complriant with
n'eatment prior to her relapse in March and April, 2009. However, Responden‘[’s-relapse
occurred a mere four days after Board approved her to re-enter the practice of pharmacy.

Although the Board finds Respondent is making an earnest attemnpt at recovery,
the Board believes. that Respondent’s recovery is not solid enough to, enable her to
 practice in a pharmacy where the temptation to divert drags may overwhelm her during
this critical time in 'her recovery. In éddiﬁon, the stress a_ssociated with phanna_cy

practice is simply not helpful to Respondent s focus on her rehabilitative efforts The

Board ﬁnds that it is in the best mterests of both the pubhc and Respondent to reqmre that o -

H ! :



Respondent establish a substantial period of successful abstinence from drugs and alco_hél

before returning to pharmacy practice.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW .

Based upon the foregoing, the Board concludes that Respondént is not an-
imminent threat to the public health, safety and welfate with the restrictions placed on her -
license as set forth below. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action in accordance.

with Md. Code Ann., Health Occ. § 12-313(b)(21).

ORDER

Based on an affirmative vote of the Board, i_t is this [ny; day df '/%//A’/ésl?'d ,
2009, hereby: | |
ORDERED that Respohdent’s license shall be immediately placed on.
PROBATION fof at least FIVE (5) YEARS, begMﬁg July 8, 2009, subject to the
following conditions: . | |
1. Respondent shall subﬁlit to random weekly enhanced urine screenings for both
drugs and alcohol to be ordered by the Board and conducted at a CLIA-certified _
laboratory;
2. Responde_nt shali gubmi’é to wurinalysis withjﬁ 24-hours of being i;l_structed by the
| Board’s Compliance staff to do so; | |
3. All uﬁne screening results shéll'be negat'ive for drugs énd aic'o-hol. Any positive
result. for prescriptidn drugé"shall lbe corroborated by Respondent by _submit_ting ,

proof of fcl‘validprescription_'_: Co 3 o



ORDERED that Respondent may petition the Board for modification of the terms.~ ©* TI

“of this Order after three (3) years of its effective date if she has remained compliant with o

its terms and conditions; and be it further,

ORDERED that Respoudeﬁt may petitioﬁ the B(;érd for release from probation
no earlier than five (5) years after the effectivé date of this Orcier pro?idedlthat she has
beén fully compliant with all of the terms of probation and there are no pending

| complaints against her; and be it further, |

ORDERED that this is a formal order of the Maryland Board of Pharmacy and as .

such is a public document pursuant to the Md. Code Ann., State Gov’t, § 10-6 17¢h).

- :M 1, gLoolF ﬁ/wﬁw@«WW

Date LaVerne Naesea, Executive Director for
Donald Taylor, P.D., President of the Board of
Pharmacy ' :




CONSENT

1. By 31gnmg thls Consent, I hereby affirm the ﬁndmgs of fact contamed herem and ' |
agree to be bound by the f01eg01ng Consent Order and its cond1t10ns L
2‘. By this Consent, I submit to the foregoing Consent Order as a resoluﬁon of this
matier. By sigmﬁg this Conseﬁt, I waive any rights 1 may have had to contest the
findings and determinations contained in this Consent Ordef. - | |
3. I acknowledge the legal authority and the jurisdiction of the Board to enter and -
enforce this Consent Orde; 7 |
4. 1 sign this Consent Order freely and voluntarily, after h;aviﬁg had the opportunity
to consult with counsel. I fully understand the language, meaning, and effect of

this _Consent\O_rder.

<6 \\B\OO\ . G%W/w 6%01

Date ' Katherine Emely

“7

I hereby certify that on this /0 day of %, 2009, before me, a
Notary Public of the State of Maryland and County/City aforesaid, personally appeared

KATHERINE EMERY, and made an oath in due form that the foregoing Consent was

her voluntary act and deed.

Nétafy Public
My qomnlis_sioh expi;es:

STATE OF MARYLAND ‘;ﬂm
COUNTY/CITY OF _ Yy 5

hevikANG T
NOTARY PUBLIC STATE OF MARYLAND :
My Commission Expires .June 8, 2011 :




